relationship" between reason and faith, "reciprocal salvation and purification", entailing listening and the ability for self-restraint.
It is not important to talk about whether these discussions (like others, on the end of politics, science or history) are deemed acceptable or unacceptable, or whether they have solid foundations. What we are interested in is that these discussions take place, that they are on the agenda, and that they circulate through society. They are the emerging sign of a major structural transition. Decisions relevant to scientific development are now made together with publics of non-experts.
If this is true, the challenge for those studying science communication may perhaps become more complex (and certainly more interesting). It is now necessary, but not sufficient, to ask ourselves whether the regulatory models and communication tools we use to inform the public about science are adequate for improving public engagement and public awareness. It is necessary, but not sufficient, to assess the attitude and the scientific literacy of different public groups. If the social question does not merely concern fear and resistance, but also a demand to take part in decision-making, to open up a debate on the meaning of science in society, on how it is governed, on the whys and wherefores of technological development, therefore the mere knowledge of the public and the improvement of scientific awareness prove insufficient.
Ernest Schachtel said that nature "is the name that we give it". Science too. We need to ask ourselves how to produce effective, accurate and good quality journalism, as well as asking ourselves about the "name" we give science and the nature in our society, and the value, meaning and power that we attribute to them. This makes the challenge more difficult, because it implies scouring amphibious and transdisciplinary, rather than interdisciplinary, environments, where history, sociology, the philosophy of science, social psychology and anthropology play a significant role in addition to communication theory and public opinion surveys.
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